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Continuation of Substance of Interview including description of the general nature of what was agreed to if an 
agreement was reached, or any other comments: A telephone interview initiated by Applicant, Mr. Daniel J. Stanger 
(Reg.# 32846), was conducted on 1/8/08. The Applicant stated that the Examiner has not considered Japanese Patent 
listed on the IDS filed on 12/08/04 because an English translation copy of those patents had not been provided. 
Applicant pointed out that in page 6 of PET.SPR filed on 1 1/08/04 Applicant provided a statement regarding the 
relevancy of the Japanese patents which provides sufficient information regarding the relevancy of those patents. 
Applicant requested that an initialized and signed copy of the IDS to be mailed to Applicant. Accordingly, an initialized 
and signed copy of relevant page the IDS is being attached. 



